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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This written action is responding to the Request for Continued Examination 
(RCE) dated on 12/03/2007. 

2. Claims 8, 1 1 , and 24-30 have been amended. Claims 31 -32 are newly added. 

3. Claims 8-13 and 24-32 have been submitted for examination 

4. Claims 8-13 and 24-32 are currently pending. 

5. In response to Applicant's amendment in the submitted Request for Continued 
Examination, a newly found reference by Worth (U.S. Patent 5,881,225) is found 
and cited along with other previous cited references in the rejection of the claims. 
Please refer to the detailed rejections below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 8-12 and 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cragun et al. (U.S. Patent 5,973,683) and further in view of 
Farley et al. (U.S. Pub. 2003/0233651), Goddard (U.S. Pub. 2004/0123135), and 
Worth (U.S. Patent 5,881,225). 

a. Referring to Claims 8 and 24: 
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As per Claim 8, Cragun et al. disclose in an entertainment system for 
playing entertainment content, a method of controlling a user's access to 
a directory associated with particular entertainment content using a 
security group particular to the particular entertainment content dynamic 
data defined by a rating definition file, entertainment content definition 
file and user permission settings, the method comprising acts of: 

executing the particular entertainment content on the entertainment 
system [system for controlling the content displayed on a television 
utilizing a computer system implementing multidimensional control 
having a user friendly interface (lines 56-58, Col. 5)]; 

in response to the execution of the particular entertainment content: 

creating a security group for the particular entertainment content and 
storing the security group in association with the particular entertainment 
content [The present invention allows a user to access the world 
wide web utilizing a client relationship with a server. For example, 
an individual may subscribe to a local Christian web site for a level 
of censorship which the user can associate or align with. In an 
additional embodiment, individuals could distribute censorship 
guides among one another utilizing electronic distribution such as 
e-mail or magnetic media such as floppy disks. Different 
organizations or social groups and their respective web sites have 
different moral viewpoints with regard to different topics. 
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Additionally, the user could easily combine the rating of the 
Christian network for a guide to violence censorship, and the 
nature society with regard to nudity. Many organizations and social 
groups have web pages which provide information to current or 
prospective members. Organizations utilize web sites to provide 
insight and instruction to educate internet users about the mission 
or beliefs of the organization. The present invention is directed at 
the ability for a user, parent, or guardian to obtain an electronic 
information based television guide and selecting a satisfactory 
program guide from a large selection of program guides (lines 53- 
67, Col. 9 and lines 1-7, Col. 10)]; 

reading user access settings for a particular user that define a rating 
level and one or more content descriptors for the user, the particular 
user belonging to the group of users having access controls [The status 
of the viewer and a sample viewer profile is depicted in dashed 
enclosure 61. An explanation of the indicators within dashed 
enclosure 61 will become more apparent in the description of FIG. 
5. The viewer's accumulated credits and debits and total viewing 
time can provide a viewer's status. The blackout indicator denotes 
a block of time which the viewer is prohibited from viewing (lines 
35-41, Col. 11 from Cragun et al.). An assigned educational value 
column 69 is also present to allow user adjustment of educational 
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viewing credits. A rating source ranking determined by the user is 
illustrated within dashed enclosure 59. The rating source ranking 
determines what rating sources will be accessed and in what order 
the rating sources will be accessed (lines 45-51, Col. 11 from 
Cragun et al.). The content ratings and program scheduling must 
be synchronized with the viewers access time. Additionally, for the 
parent, the web sites 48 could provide detailed descriptions of the 
content of a program and detail the fundamentals of the rating 
guidelines which are utilized to produce the rating (lines 5-10, Col. 
15 from Cragun et al.)]; 

reading an updatable rating definition file that defines a rating hierarchy 
and content descriptors for one or more levels within the rating hierarchy 
[Shaded blocks such as shaded block 65 under the violence 
column could be a down-loaded rating or a user input rating for the 
television program indicated within dashed enclosure 63. Bar 62 
depicts a user selected censorship threshold level which 
accomplishes complete censorship. If a selected program has a 
rating which exceeds the censorship threshold, complete 
censorship occurs. The user selected threshold takes precedence 
over the down-loaded threshold levels which are illustrated by 
shaded block 65. The user can arrange each threshold level by 
moving bar 62 up or down to satisfy the user's attitude toward all of 
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the categories (lines 23-34, Col. 11 from Cragun et al.). Next as in 
block 80, the method attempts to locate a program profile. The 
method may utilize the rating system for a local search of memory. 
Alternately, the method may access a disk drive. If the program 
profile can be located in RAM 14 of computer system 10 of FIG. 1, 
the user profile and the program profile are compared to determine 
if the censorship settings are compatible as illustrated in block 81 
(lines 43-50, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.)]; 

based on the hierarchy defined in the rating definition file, executing 
instructions that compare the rating level and content descriptors for the 
particular entertainment content to the rating level and content 
descriptors for the particular user in determining if the user is authorized 
access to the particular entertainment content [The method may utilize 
the rating system for a local search of memory. Alternately, the 
method may access a disk drive. If the program profile can be 
located in RAM 14 of computer system 10 of FIG. 1, the user profile 
and the program profile are compared to determine if the 
censorship settings are compatible as illustrated in block 81. If a 
parent has selected censorship based upon a simple rating 
threshold, and the threshold rating is exceeded the program 
selection and the method proceeds to block 75 and the television 
implements a control method. If a multidimensional approach is 
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selected by the parent and the requested program is compatible 
with the program selection, or alternatively the program does not 
exceed the user determined threshold level, the method proceeds 
to block 82 (lines 45-58, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.)]. 

Farley et al. disclose reading an entertainment content definition file that 
defines a rating level and one or more content descriptors for the 
entertainment content [The MPIA scheme includes the ratings 
General Audience (G), Parental Guidance suggested (PG), Parental 
Guidance suggested for those 13 or younger (PG-13), R-rated, and 
NC-17 for no one admitted under the age of seventeen, replacing 
the hoary "X" rating. The RIAA scheme includes parental advisory 
stickers for music describing sexual acts or extreme violence. The 
ESRB rates interactive software, including on-line games and those 
stored in a physical medium. Its ratings include Early Childhood 
(EC), Kids to Adult (K-A), Everyone (E), Teen (T), Mature (M), Adults 
Only (AO), Rating Pending (RP), and unrated (lines 12-23 of [0019] 
from Farley et al.)]. 

Goddard discloses denying access to the particular entertainment 
content for members of the security group created [to select users 
(e.g., "Dad", "Mom", "Mark", "Sarah", "Stephen") and/or groups of 
users (e.g., "AM", "Children") for which for which television 
programs similar to the television program currently being viewed 
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are to be blocked in the future (lines 11-15 of [0047] from Goddard). 
As shown in FIG. 5, to adjust parental lock levels for a specific user 
or group of users, an authorized user such as a parent ("Mom") 
may first select a user profile, in this case a child identified as 
"Sarah" 510, and then select content of the example program that is 
objectionable for that user, i.e., "Language", "Nudity", "Adult 
Theme" from field 512. The parent may select content themes of 
the example program to be blocked or passed for each user profile 
to be adjusted (lines 1-9 of [0049] from Goddard)]; 
Worth disclose adding the particular user as a member of the security 
group if the user is not authorized to access the particular entertainment 
content, thereby denying the user access to the particular entertainment 
content because members of the security group are denied access [The 
confirmation window 500 allows the authorized user to adjust the 
parental lock levels of the parental control system for each user or 
group of users (lines 6-9 of [0047] from Goddard). The confirmation 
screen 500 may also provide a way of indicating which users or 
user groups have been selected for adjustment. For instance, in 
the embodiment shown in FIG. 5, indicia 504, in this case a 
representation of a lock, are displayed adjacent to the user's or 
group's name to indicate that that user has been selected for 
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blocking of programs similar to the example television program 
(lines 20-27 of [0047] from Goddard)]. 

applying a full access deny to a directory associated with the particular 
entertainment content, wherein the full access deny is associated with 
the security group [system security is often focused on granting or 
denying the user access to directories and files (lines 26-27, Col. 1) 
the step of determining the privileges to which said user is 
authorized, based upon the groups in which said user is a member 
(lines 54-56, Col. 7)]; 

adding the particular user as a member of the security group if the 
particular user is not authorized to access the particular entertainment 
content [Privileges are awarded based upon which role the user is 
assigned during the session, and to which group or groups the 
user belongs (lines 2-4, Col. 5). If in step 58, it is determined that 
the user is not authorized to perform the requested function, the 
system notifies the user that the access is denied in step 60, and 
then proceeds again with step 48. In an alternative embodiment 
where a menu of functions authorized to be performed by that user 
is presented on a computer display for the user to choose, the 
unauthorized choices would not be displayed, or would be 
unselectable by the user. In this embodiment, step 58 would not be 
required, since any function chosen by the user would be 



Application/Control Number: 10/683,856 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2139 

authorized. Step 60 would also not be required, since all functions 
displayed to the user would be authorized (lines 1-11, Col. 7)]; and 

denying access to the directory associated with the particular 
entertainment content based on for members of the security group 
created for the particular entertainment content and the full access deny 
permission applied to the directory [system security is often focused 
on granting or denying the user access to directories and files 
(lines 26-27, Col. 1) the step of determining the privileges to which 
said user is authorized, based upon the groups in which said user 
is a member (lines 54-56, Col. 7)]. 

Cragun et al., Farley et al., Goddard, and Worth are analogous art 
because they are from similar technology relating parental control and 
entertainment content rating It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention was made to modify 
Cragun et al. with Farley et al., Goddard, and Worth since one would be 
motivated to (1) provide a system whereby parent can control the 
propriety of information presented to their children (lines 1-3 of [0006] 
from Farley et al.) (2) have a method of setting the content rating 
parameters of such a system based on content rating of example 
content (lines 4-5 of [0002] from Goddard), and (3) to determine whether 
that user is a member or an authorized group or has assumed an 
authorized role (lines 12-13, Col. 1 from Worth). Therefore, it would 
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have been obvious to modify Cragun et al. with Farley et al., Goddard, 
and Worth to obtain the invention as specified in claim 8. 



As per Claim 24, it is a computer-readable storage media claim that 
corresponds to the method Claim 8. Therefore, it is rejected for the 
same rationale applied against Claim 8 above. 

b. Referring to Claims 9 and 26: 

As per Claim 9, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth disclose 
the method of claim 8, wherein the rating levels defined by the 
entertainment content definition file, user access settings and updatable 
rating definition file are age-based rating levels, and wherein the content 
descriptors defined by the entertainment content definition file, user 
access settings and updatable rating definition file are specific types of 
subject matter for the particular entertainment content [(lines 11-15 of 
[0047]; lines 10-18 of [0048]; lines 1-9 of [0049] from Goddard) and 
(lines 43-50, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.)]. 

As per Claim 26, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In addition, 
Claim 26 encompasses limitations that are similar to those of Claim 9. 
Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against Claim 9 
above. 

c. Referring to Claims 10 and 27: 
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As per Claim 10, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the method of claim 8, wherein the particular entertainment 
content is titled and a if the user is not authorized to access the 
particular entertainment content, the act of adding the particular user as 
a member of the security group is overridden by including the title in the 
user access settings [(lines 11-15 of [0047]; lines 4-20 of [0049] from 
Goddard)]. 

As per Claim 27, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In addition, 
Claim 27 encompasses limitations that are similar to those of Claim 10. 
Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against Claim 10 
above. 

d. Referring to Claims 1 1 and 28: 

As per Claim 11, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the method of claim 8, wherein if the particular user is added as 
a member of the security group the particular user is denied access is 
further denied access to a child directory associated with the particular 
entertainment content [(lines 11-15 of [0047]; lines 1-6 and 11-14 of 
[0049] from Goddard) and (liens 26-27, Col. 1 from Worth)]. 

As per Claim 28, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In addition, 
Claim 28 encompasses limitations that are similar to those of Claim 11. 
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Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against Claim 1 1 
above. 

e. Referring to Claims 12 and 29: 

As per Claim 12, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the method of claim 8, wherein the particular entertainment 
content is titled and, if it the particular user is authorized access to the 
particular entertainment content, the method further includes the act of: 

recording the title and duration of access to the particular entertainment 
content [(lines enclosure 63 line 26, Col. 11; lines 40-41, Col. 11; 
lines 35-43, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.)]. 

As per Claim 29, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In addition, 
Claim 29 encompasses limitations that are similar to those of Claim 12. 
Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against Claim 12 
above. 

f. Referring to Claim 25: 

As per Claim 25, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the computer readable storage media of claim 24, wherein the 
updatable rating definition file further defines one or more content 
descriptors for one or more levels within the rating hierarchy, the 
entertainment content definition file further defines one or more content 
descriptors for the particular entertainment content and the user access 
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settings further define user content descriptors for the user, and wherein 
the act of executing instructions that compare the rating level for the 
particular entertainment content to the rating level for the user further 
includes the act of: 

executing instructions that compare the one or more content descriptors 
for the entertainment content with the user content descriptors in 
determining if the user is authorized access to the entertainment content 
[(lines 43-58, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.) and (lines 11-15 of [0047]; 
lines 11-14 of [0049] from Goddard)]. 

g. Referring to Claim 31: 

As per Claim 31, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the method of claim 1 wherein executing the entertainment 
content comprises installing the entertainment content on the 
entertainment system [(parag. [0020] and Figs. 1-2 from 
Goddard)]. 

h. Referring to Claim 32: 

As per Claim 32, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the method of claim 1 wherein executing the entertainment 
content comprises running the entertainment content stored on the 
entertainment system [(parag. [0020] and Figs. 1-2 from 
Goddard)]. 
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7. Claims 13 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cragun et al. (U.S. Patent 5,973,683), Farley et al. (U.S. Pub. 
2003/0233651), Goddard (U.S. Pub. 2004/0123135), and Worth (U.S. Patent 
5,881 ,225) and further in view of Iverson et al. (U.S. Patent 6,938,005). 
a. Referring to Claims 13 and 30: 

As per Claim 13, Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth 
disclose the method of claim 8. Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and 
Worth do not expressly disclose the remaining limitation of the claim. 
However, Iverson et al. disclose wherein the rating definition file selected 
is an XML file [(lines 37-42, Col. 4 and lines 38-42, Col. 6 from 
Iverson et al.)]. Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, Worth, and 
Inversion et al. are analogous art because they are from similar 
technology relating parental control and entertainment content rating It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made to modify Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and 
Worth with Iverson et al. since one would be motivated to create a 
manifest having structure, meta-data describing digital content, and 
references to digital resources, where the manifest facilitates finding, 
obtaining, organizing, collecting, and sharing the digital content (lines 6- 
10, Col.1 from Iverson et al.). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
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modify Cragun et al., Farley et al, Goddard, and Worth with Iverson et al. 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 13. 



As per Claim 30, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In addition, 
Claim 30 encompasses limitations that are similar to those of Claim 13. 
Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against Claim 13 
above. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's amendment, filed on Dec. 03, 2007, has independent Claims 8 and 
24 amended. Applicant's arguments are moot in view of the new ground of 
rejections. Please refer to the rejections above 



Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Zee (U.S. Pub 2003/0065642) discloses a system and method of use for 
permanently archiving intellectual properties (IP) in a digital archival 
system. An owner contributes each IP with an initial financial contribution 



Application/Control Number: 10/683,856 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2139 

including a discrete archival endowment which is sufficient to fund archival 
of the IP for an assured archival period. A plurality of discrete archival 
endowments can be pooled into one or more archival endowment funds, 
jointly managed for the maintenance of each archived IP. The endowment 
funds can be managed by a trustee separate from the management of the 
digital archive. Retrieval can be funded through retrieval fees or an 
endowment maintained separate from the archival endowment fund. 
Digital rights management can remunerate owners and revenue tracking 
can capitalize the value of each IP. Access to the archive system is 
preferably through a variety of membership options including owners, 
users, and partners. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yin-Chen Shaw whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8593. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:15 to 4:15 M-F. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Yen Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

YCS 

Mar. 14,2008 
/Kristine Kincaid/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2139 



